
Revision B 
*Note location change 

 
AGENDA OF THE 

 UTAH STATE BUILDING BOARD   
 
 

Wednesday, May 24, 2006 
State Board of Regents Conference Room 
Board of Regents Building - The Gateway 

60 South 400 West 
Salt Lake City, Utah 

9:00am 
 
 
 

(Action) 1. Approval of Minutes of April 12, 2006 ........................................................Tab 1 
 
(Information) 2. Open and Public Meetings Act ...................................................................Tab 2 
 
(Action) 3. Approval of Program Commission for Proposed Unified State Lab .......Tab 3 
 
(Action) 4. Approval of Feasibility Studies at the Utah State Fairpark ......................Tab 4 
 
(Action) 5. Reallocation of FY 2007 Capital Improvement Funds at Weber State 

University .....................................................................................................Tab 5 
 
(Information) 6. Administrative Reports ..............................................................................Tab 6 

- University of Utah 
- Utah State University 

 
(Information) 7. Administrative Reports for DFCM ..............................................................Tab 8 
 
(Information) 8. Value Based Selection Committee Requests ............................................Tab 9 
 
 

 
*Tab 7 was deleted due to a cancelled agenda item. 

 
 
 

 
Notice of Special Accommodation During Public Meetings - In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act, individuals needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and services) during this 
meeting should notify Shannon Lofgreen 538-3261 (TDD 538-3260) at least three days prior to the meeting. 
 This information and all other Utah State Building Board information 
  is available on DFCM web site at http://buildingboard.utah.gov  



 

Utah State Building Board 
 

 
 
Jon M. Huntsman, Jr.    

                        Governor 4110 State Office Building 
 Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 

 Phone  (801) 538-3018 
 Fax  (801) 538-3267 

 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Approval of Minutes of April 12, 2006 
 
Attached for your review and approval are the meeting minutes of the Utah State Building Board 
meeting held on April 12, 2006. 
 
 
FKS:sll 
 
Attachment 
 



Utah State Building Board 
 

  
 

 
 
 

MEETING 
 

April 12, 2006 
  

 
MINUTES

 
Utah State Building Board Members in attendance: 
Larry Jardine, Chair 
Kerry Casaday, Vice-Chair 
Steven Bankhead 
Cyndi Gilbert (via telephone) 
Richard Ellis, Ex-Officio 
 
DFCM and Guests in attendance: 
Keith Stepan Division of Facilities Construction & Management 
Robert Franson Division of Facilities Construction & Management 
Kent Beers  Division of Facilities Construction & Management 
Shannon Lofgreen Division of Facilities Construction & Management 
Curtis Clark  Division of Facilities Construction & Management 
D’Arcy Dixon Pignanelli Department of Administrative Services 
Alan Bachman Attorney General’s Office/DFCM 
Ken Nye  University of Utah 
Wally Cooper AIA Utah 
Scot Olson  Utah National Guard 
Hailey Liechty Parents of Deaf Children in Utah County 
Michelle Archibald Parents of Deaf Children in Utah County 
Jackie McGill Spectrum Engineers 
Randall Funk University of Utah 
Darrell Hart    Utah State University 
David Besel Utah State University 
Eric Tholen  Harris and Associates 
RoLynne Hendricks VCBO Architecture 
Kevin Walthers Utah System of Higher Education 
Ralph Stanislaw Archiplex Group 
Luanne Valentin Spectrum Engineers 
Tony Lords  Henricksen Butler 
Barbara Bruno Herman Miller 
Representative D. Gregg Buxton Legislature 
Wally Cooper AIA 
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On Wednesday, April 12, 2006, the Utah State Building Board held a regularly scheduled 
meeting at the Utah State Capitol Complex, West Building, Room 125, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
 Chair Larry Jardine called the meeting to order at 9:00am. 
 
Richard Ellis introduced Rich Amon, the analyst in the Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Budget who will now cover the Department of Administrative Services, Building Board, 
Capital Facilities, and debt issuance.  He will replace Randa Bezzant.   
 

 APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF MARCH 15, 2006 .................................................  
 
Chair Jardine sought a motion on the meeting minutes of the Utah State Building Board. 
 
MOTION: Steve Bankhead moved to approve the meeting minutes of the Utah 

State Building Board on March 15, 2006.  The motion was seconded by 
Kerry Casaday and passed unanimously. 

 
 ALLOCATION OF FY2007 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS ...........................  

 
Kent Beers presented DFCM’s recommendations for the allocation of the FY 2007 capital 
improvement funds. DFCM reviewed each project requested by state agencies and 
institutions of higher education to determine the highest priority needs across the state.  
DFCM provided an opportunity for agencies and institutions to comment on the proposed 
allocations prior to taking action on the approval of the allocation of capital improvement 
funds.   
 
DFCM’s recommendations for the allocation of capital improvement funds were developed 
under the process approved by the Board.  The total cost of all requests received this year 
totaled over $150 million.  Funding from the Legislature totaled $65.4 million ($62.9 million 
regular funding plus $2.5 million from Risk Management’s reserve account).  Narrowing the 
list of projects to identify the highest priority needs represents an enormous undertaking by 
DFCM staff.  In developing its recommendations, DFCM placed the greatest priority on 
issues raised in facility condition assessments and on critical repairs to HVAC, structural, 
electrical, and infrastructure.  Repairs and upgrades addressing life safety issues were 
given the highest priority.   
 
Several documents were provided explaining and supporting DFCM’s recommendations.  
The first document entitled Summary of Replacement Costs of Facilities vs Share of FY 
2007 Capital Improvement Funding showed how the recommended funding is allocated 
among state agencies and institutions of higher education compared to the share of the 
facility replacement cost that each classification generates.  The second document entitled 
Summary of Capital Improvement Funding FY 2003 – FY 2007 provided a five-year 
overview of the allocation of capital improvement funding to each agency and institution.   
 
Mr. Beers also reviewed the document entitled FY 2007 Capital Improvement Projects 
which showed DFCM’s recommendations for this year’s allocation of improvement funds.  
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One change had been made to the document since it had been mailed to the Board 
members.  This document identified the original request for the project and the amount 
recommended by DFCM for the project.  It also identified the life safety projects funded by 
the $2.5 million allocated from Risk Management’s reserve account. 
 
Another document distributed at the meeting was entitled FY 2006 Capital Improvement 
Project Status Report which documented the percentage of projects completed or under 
construction that were approved by the Board last year.  This report measures DFCM’s 
annual performance in completing the projects within the year.  
 
Mr. Beers reviewed the following amounts recommended by DFCM: 
 
Agency/Institution Total DFCM Recommended Amount 
College of Eastern Utah  $1,024,600 
Dixie State College  $1,290,100 
Salt Lake Community College  $3,588,900 
Snow College  $1,847,500 
Southern Utah University  $2,525,100 
University of Utah  $11,638,800 
Utah State University  $6,432,800 
Utah Valley State College  $2,682,800 
Weber State University  $3,795,700 
Utah College of Applied Technology  $1,841,200 
Department of Agriculture  $146,600 
Alcoholic Beverage Control  $383,600 
Capitol Preservation Board  $1,538,500 
Community and Economic Development  $485,600 
Department of Corrections  $3,327,900 
Courts  $2,120,000 
Division of Facilities Construction and Management $3,111,500 
Department of Environmental Quality  $318,000 
Fair Park  $515,200 
Department of Health  $743,800 
Department of Human Services  $3,050,000 
National Guard  $1,503,800 
Department of Natural Resources  $3,415,000 
Office of Education  $188,400 
Public Safety  $119,500 
Tax Commission  $199,200 
Department of Transportation  $1,855,800 
Department of Workforce Services  $909,900 
Statewide Programs  $4,993,500 
Total FY2007 Capital Improvement Projects Funded $65,593,300 
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The funding sources were as follows: 
FY 2007 Funding from the Legislature   $62,921,300 
FY 2007 Funding from Risk Management for Life Safety $2,500,000 
FY 2006 Canceled Projects to be Reallocated   $172,000 
Total FY 2007 Funding    $65,593,300 
 
Chair Jardine sought further comments on the capital improvement allocations.  Steve 
Bankhead complimented DFCM for the detail provided in the report. 
 
MOTION: Steve Bankhead recommended approving the capital improvements 

funding list.  The motion was seconded by Kerry Casaday and passed 
unanimously.   

 
Kent Beers continued reviewing the FY 2006 Performance Report.  This information was 
gathered through the end of March and reflected the amount of work completed by the 
Capital Improvement group.  The summary sheet on the cover showed that 98% of the 
projects from FY2006 that the Building Board approved last year were either under 
construction or completed.  There were a total of 174 projects managed by DFCM last year, 
and 170 of the projects were under contract or completed.   
 
Mr. Beers congratulated the Capital Improvement group for achieving the highest amount 
ever.  Historically the group averaged 60% of the projects, but they have been increasingly 
improving over the last few years.  Kent Beers introduced the Capital Improvement team 
which included section manager Vic Middleton, Bob Anderson,  Wayne Smith, Darrell 
Hunting,  Craig Wessman, Brent Lloyd, Kurt Baxter, Jeff Reddoor, S’ean Crawford, Jim 
Russell and Nikki Wolcott who provides secretarial assistance.  Absent from the meeting 
were Dan Clark, Mike Ambre, and Rick James. 
 

 AMENDMENTS TO RULE R23-1 AND R23-2 .......................................................  
 
Rule R23-1 was presented to the Building Board in September 2005 to raise the limits 
regarding small purchases due to increasing inflation.  It also raised the limits required on 
bonding for projects changing it from $50,000 to $100,000.  DFCM had since received 
correspondence indicating concern in the industry that the rule would leave DFCM 
unprotected.  Based upon additional research of federal government projects, it was 
determined DFCM did not wish to take those risks.  Therefore, they asked the Board to 
review the rule again to revert back to the limits regarding solicitations at $50,000.  The bid 
security will also remain at $50,000.   
 
Alan Bachman requested the Board consider any input from the public and approve the 
submission of the new rule regarding small purchases with the Division of Administrative 
Rules.  Randall Funk, University of Utah, stated he was very much in favor of the 
procurement limit going to $100,000, but agreed the $50,000 limit was very prudent. Keith 
Stepan stated the concept had been reviewed by AIA leadership and the AGC Board.   
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Alan Bachman suggested if the Board was inclined to approve the rule to include in the 
motion approval of the submission of this rule regarding small purchases to be filed with the 
Division of Administrative Rules in time for the April 15 publication deadline.  If no negative 
comments were received during the 30-day comment period, it was requested the Board 
authorize the filing without returning to the Building Board.   
 
MOTION: Kerry Casaday moved to approve R23-1 based on the information 

received from DFCM.  The motion was seconded by Steve Bankhead 
and passed unanimously. 

 
Another rule which was presented at the March 2006 Building Board meeting was initially to 
comply with state law.  Some housekeeping amendments were needed to update the rule 
in order to comply with GRAMA.  A Division of Purchasing rule was adopted late last fall 
after several meetings with the Procurement Policy Board.  As a result, changes were 
made to Division of Purchasing practices in terms of what is released regarding proposals. 
This has been past practice in the bidding process, but only successful proposals were 
released and attached to the contract.  Unsuccessful proposals were not released.  The 
Procurement Policy Board determined this was not the best interpretation under GRAMA 
which had very specific provisions about trade secrets and confidentiality processes.   It 
was determined unsuccessful proposals, other than those marked as trade secret or 
confidential, could in fact be released through a GRAMA request.  Items that may be 
protected include financial statements, aspects of designs, etc.  Additional amendments to 
the rule included a renumbering of statutes per the procurement code, as well as additional 
housekeeping amendments.   
 
Keith Stepan stated the changes would make DFCM compatible with state law.  DFCM will 
also host a training session on May 18 and have invited architects, engineers, and 
contractors to learn how to mark documents with proprietary information.   
 
Alan Bachman noted Ken Hansen, director of the Division of Administrative Rules, had 
commented on R23-1-35 regarding the procurement of construction.  Some typographical 
errors were made in the previous documents, and Mr. Hansen suggested some wording 
changes.  The context of the document was not altered and still met the legal obligations.   
 
Steve Bankhead felt the idea of having a training session was excellent, but felt some 
contractors may not realize the significance of the amendment.  He suggested DFCM 
conduct annual follow-up sessions and including a small paragraph with general contractor 
renewal applications to allow notification to the contracting public.  Keith Stepan stated 
information would be distributed with RFPs in order to immediately notify those submitting 
proposals.     
 
Chair Jardine sought a motion with similar provisions that if no negative comments were 
received during the public comment period, DFCM did not have to return for further 
approval from the Board.   
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MOTION: Steve Bankhead moved to approve the amendments with the provisions 

that DFCM would not need to return if no negative comments were 
received.  The motion was seconded by Kerry Casaday and passed 
unanimously. 

 
 DISCUSSION OF CAPITAL DEVELOPMENT PROCESS ....................................  

 
Chair Jardine wished to discuss the capital development process utilized by the Board for 
the past two years.  He questioned if the Board felt any changes were necessary, and if 
they wished to coincide with the Regent’s Q&P process.     
 
Kerry Casaday suggested tabling the issue until more Board members were present.  Kent 
Beers commented there was some urgency to determine any applicable changes in order 
to distribute the information to the agencies and institutions prior to their formulating their 
requests.  He suggested the Board form a committee in order to begin the process of 
review because the agencies and institutions will start to develop their capital development 
requests within the next two months.   
 
Steve Bankhead felt the process worked efficiently and wished to use it another year in 
order to specifically address the Board of Regent’s process.  He felt having two 
independent processes address the issues is important.  The Board agreed to carefully 
consider the Board of Regent’s ranking, but it did not feel it was beneficial to make the 
processes the same.   
 
Representative Buxton felt the Board did a good job with the priorities last year.  He 
suggested they review their approach in the evaluation of projects to ensure the agencies 
and institutions understood the process before requesting their projects.  He felt combing 
the processes would only allow higher education to obtain money.  The approach needs to 
be very objective in order to address the needs of the state and he commended the Board 
for the efforts put forth.   
 
Chair Jardine felt the committee concept was favorable.  Cyndi Gilbert was impressed with 
the impact the process has had and felt comfortable with its’ current status.   
 
MOTION: Kerry Casaday moved for DFCM to put together a committee within the 

next two to three weeks to review the process.  The motion was 
seconded by Cyndi Gilbert and passed unanimously. 

 
Steve Bankhead suggested Katherina Holzhauser be invited to be on the committee 
because she initially spearheaded the process.   
 

 STATEWIDE MASTER PLANNING FOR GOVERNMENT OFFICE SPACE NEEDS 
 
DFCM is currently undertaking a master planning effort of statewide government office 
space needs.  Under the direction of D’Arcy Dixon Pignanelli, DFCM will be conducting this 
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master planning effort.  Some items of interest to review include demographic trends, 
space utilization, prototypical building design, locations for regional centers, and 
transportation issues.  A committee has been formed to address these issues and includes 
several state agencies.  Some of the projects that will be coming to the Board this fall will 
be impacted by this master planning effort.  This will help more firmly determine the 
direction we should take in the building program.   
 
Steve Bankhead asked if the committee could devote a section to the state with 
recommendations of the older and more decrepit state buildings currently occupied as a 
separate issue.  Since they would be coming to the Board in the next few years, it would be 
beneficial to obtain a comprehensive look.  Kent Beers agreed a combined effort would 
help with other agencies pursuing their own agendas.  They hoped to combine and co-
locate facilities where appropriate.     
 

 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF UTAH AND UTAH 
STATE UNIVERSITY .............................................................................................  

 
Randall Funk, University of Utah, provided the administrative report for the period of 
February 24 to March 24, 2006.  There were four new design agreements, one 
programming agreement, two study agreements, one remodeling contract and one site 
improvement contract awarded for the period.   
 
There were three transfers out of the Contingency Reserve Fund for the EMRL chiller 
replacement, Biology façade repair, and a medium voltage switchgear upgrade on the 
lower west campus.  There were three transfers into the Project Reserve Fund for the fire 
surplus reallocation, the OSH fire alarm/sprinkler system, and the campus wide drought 
tolerant landscape. 
 
MOTION: Kerry Casaday moved to approve the administrative report of the 

University of Utah.  The motion was seconded by Steve Bankhead.  
Cyndi Gilbert abstained from the vote as she could not hear the 
discussion and the motion passed. 

 
Keith Stepan congratulated Randall Funk for being named as the Director of Campus 
Design and Construction.   
 
David Besel, Utah State University, provided the administrative report for the period of 
February 22 to March 22, 2006.  There were five professional contracts and eight 
construction contracts issued for the period.  There was one transfer out of the Project 
Reserve Fund due to the Sci-Tech Library Fire Alarm Upgrade requiring $30,000 more for 
the project.   
 
Of the 53 projects on USU’s current delegated project list, 12 are in the design/study 
phase, 22 are in construction, 11 are substantially complete, two are complete and six are 
pending.  There were three new projects added to the list. 
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Chair Jardine sought a motion and stated he would abstain from the vote since his 
employers name was listed on the report. 
 
MOTION: Steve Bankhead moved to accept the administrative report of Utah 

State University.  The motion was seconded by Kerry Casaday.  The 
motion passed with Chair Jardine abstaining from the vote.   

 
 UTAH SCHOOLS FOR THE DEAF AND BLIND...................................................  

 
Linda Rutledge, Utah Schools for the Deaf and Blind, requested permission to proceed with 
an architectural program to develop a project for the Board’s consideration in the fall.  
DFCM recommended that they proceed due to the facts that are noted below.  Their project 
may receive a high level of support and consideration during the 2007 Legislative Session. 
 
1. The Schools for the Deaf and Blind proposal was listed on the Governor’s 2006 budget 

request. 
2. For several years, the Building Board has considered the schools facility needs and 

following a site visit, noted the program urgency and critical time table of a new building 
to replace the Connor Street facility. 

3. The current lease agreement with the building owner/developer will end on June 30, 
2009.  A design and construction time table of two years becomes critical during the 
2007 Legislative Session funding process. 

4. The 2006 proposal for funding was $10.7 million.  Future funding requests may exceed 
that amount due to inflationary construction costs.  An early start on preparation of a 
formal program will save the state money.   

5. Program funding will be provided by Schools for the Deaf and Blind. 
 
Ms. Rutledge estimated programming would take approximately 14-18 months to complete, 
which is not enough time if they waited through the legislative process.  They hoped to 
proceed as soon as possible.   
 
An overview of the programs being reviewed by the Schools for the Deaf and Blind was 
distributed.  This proposed site is to replace approximately 64,000sf in space currently 
being used into a new 57,000sf facility to accommodate students and staff. 
 
Legislative intent language in 2005 requested that they proceed and have JMS merge with 
USDB.  This was done effectively and they have built excitement about including a new 
philosophy for the deaf education program.     
 
The districts are required to give the USDB classrooms for their students.  As the district’s 
population growth changes, or the schools close, then USDB students must be relocated.  
This has been unacceptable to the parents and the children attending these programs.  
Even the mobile classrooms used in Alpine district are not an ideal educational setting for 
their students.   
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Steve Bankhead stated last year as the Board visited the Connor Street facility, the Board 
felt this project was needed.  He suggested that before the USDB defined the square 
footage required, they also consider the growth the USDB might incur over the next few 
years to allow for expansion.   
 
Richard Ellis stated the Legislature was reluctant to the phased funding approach which 
could cause some difficulty.  He questioned if they had a back-up plan if they did not 
receive funding for 2008.  Ms. Rutledge stated if the legislative session did not approce this 
building next session, it could not be completed prior to the JMS building demolition.  They 
were only prepared to use $66,000 from USDB funds for programming.  USDB has talked 
to Granite School District to identify a site, but were waiting on school board approval 
before it could be disclosed.   
 
Melanie Austin explained the USDB works with children from birth through age 21.  The 
facility for the Utah Schools for the Deaf and Blind would allow for an inclusionary model to 
work with the children.   
 
Linda Rutledge stated transportation for the JMS facility is also difficult because the 
children must be transported from the Connor Street facility, 30 various classrooms within 
the Granite School District, and JMS.  Transportation is also expensive and costs roughly 
$3 million.  These expenses could be alleviated by having a more centralized building with 
the junior high and high school students nearby.  Building a building for JMS would not 
allow them to see the efficiencies needed.   
 
D’Arcy Dixon Pignanelli commented she thought the USDB was doing good work, but did 
not want to mislead them that by approving programming that they would be guaranteed 
anything in the future.  USDB continually seems to be pre-empted by other agencies 
cooperation to make the project successful.  Linda Rutledge responded the other agencies 
would help them build in close proximity to a school district to allow students to be 
mainstreamed.    The new facility would allow the statewide agency a location to house 160 
offices with 140 students in one particular building.   
 
Keith Stepan summarized that the request is to proceed with the programming.  They 
hoped to formulate an agreement with Granite School District and work with DFCM.   
 
MOTION: Steve Bankhead moved to approve the programming for the Utah 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind project.  The motion was seconded by 
Cyndi Gilbert and passed unanimously. 

 
Michelle Archibald and Hailey Liechty, parents of Utah County students, were present to 
explain their frustrations with the facility in Utah County. 
 
Ms. Archibald’s child has a cochlear implant.  Based on her research she has found that 
children with cochlear implants should be able to compete on normal grade level and be 
able to hear or speak by first or second grade.  She felt that if services were improved, 
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more children would not fall behind.  She felt a significant problem was that the building 
was similar to a double-wide trailer with 38 children being serviced in it, and there was no 
storage in the building.  This made the heavily used trailer completely inadequate.   
 
Ms. Liechty explained the parents previously met to discuss approaching the problem 
slightly different from the USDB.  They have contacted an architect who helped them draw 
up very preliminary plans.  They acknowledged they don’t have land, money, and have not 
been created as a 501(c)(3) which they may create to buy land if they are unable to get 
USDB to lease the land to contract their services.  She did compliment the USDB services, 
but felt the facilities were extremely abysmal.  The parents also desired a centralized 
location where they could obtain information and assistance with deaf children. 
 
Keith Stepan stated it was important to obtain the parent’s perspective to ensure all plans 
were coinciding.  However, state requirements needed to be met  and issues such as 
teaching staff, insurance, liability issues, and building specification requirements needed to 
be observed.     
 
Currently the Alpine School District and the director of the USDB are working with a 
principal at Foothill Elementary in Orem where the teachers and the kids would be able to 
move into a regular school.  They would have a regular room in a centralized location and 
would have the acoustics that are necessary and they would have a microphone so the 
students could have the FM system.  Alpine has also offered three sites that they could 
build the building on and are willing to work with them. 
 
Chair Jardine suggested the parents meet with DFCM to discuss their plans and further 
intentions.  The Board understood their plans were more of an idea of what was needed 
and not concrete plans. Keith Stepan agreed to meet with the parents after the meeting. 
 

 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS FOR DFCM...........................................................  
 
Keith Stepan stated there were 17 new architect/engineering agreements awarded for the 
period.  They are starting to make agreements for the funding that was approved last 
legislative session.  There were 25 new construction contracts awarded for the period.   
 
DFCM will see their reserve funds drop dramatically this year in terms of what is happening 
with the construction industry.  Approximately $1.5 million was moved out of the 
contingency fund and into the reserve fund to compensate for the industry as approved by 
the legislature.   
 

 OTHER...................................................................................................................  
 
Chair Jardine presented Ken Nye a plaque for his work and dedication for the Building 
Board and DFCM as was approved by the Building Board at the March meeting.  The 
plaque will be presented formally once all the signatures are received. 
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Building Board members were asked to participate in various Value Based Selection 
projects. 
 

 ADJOURNMENT....................................................................................................  
 
MOTION: Steve Bankhead moved to adjourn at 10:53am.  The motion was 

seconded by Kerry Casaday and passed unanimously. 
 
 



 

Utah State Building Board 
 

 
 
Jon M. Huntsman, Jr.    

                        Governor 4110 State Office Building 
 Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 

 Phone  (801) 538-3018 
 Fax  (801) 538-3267 

 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Open and Public Meetings Act        
 
Alan Bachman will be providing a brief description of some of the pertinent provisions and 
changes regarding the Utah Open and Public Meetings Act.  A compilation of the latest law is 
attached. 
 
FKS:ASB:sll 
 
Attachment 



OPEN AND PUBLIC MEETINGS ACT (May, 2006) 
 
 
52-4-101 Title.
 This chapter is known as the "Open and Public Meetings Act." 
 
52-4-102    Declaration of public policy.
 (1)  The Legislature finds and declares that the state, its agencies and political 
subdivisions, exist to aid in the conduct of the people's business. 
 (2)  It is the intent of the Legislature that the state, its agencies, and its political 
subdivisions: 
 (a)  take their actions openly; and 
 (b)  conduct their deliberations openly. 
 
52-4-103 Definitions.
 As used in this chapter: 
 (1)  "Anchor location" means the physical location from which: 
 (a)  an electronic meeting originates; or 
 (b)  the participants are connected. 
 (2)  "Convening" means the calling of a meeting of a public body by a person authorized 
to do so for the express purpose of discussing or acting upon a subject over which that public 
body has jurisdiction or advisory power. 
 (3)  "Electronic meeting" means a public meeting convened or conducted by means of a 
conference using electronic communications. 
 (4) (a)  "Meeting" means the convening of a public body, with a quorum present, 
including a workshop or an executive session whether the meeting is held in person or by means 
of electronic communications, for the purpose of discussing or acting upon a matter over which 
the public body has jurisdiction or advisory power. 
 (b)  "Meeting" does not mean: 
 (i)  a chance meeting; 
 (ii)  a social meeting; or 
 (iii)  the convening of a public body that has both legislative and executive 
responsibilities where no public funds are appropriated for expenditure during the time the public 
body is convened and: 
 (A)  the public body is convened solely for the discussion or implementation of 
administrative or operational matters for which no formal action by the public body is required; 
or 
 (B)  the public body is convened solely for the discussion or implementation of 
administrative or operational matters that would not come before the public body for discussion 
or action. 
 (5)  "Monitor" means to hear or observe, live, by audio or video equipment, all of the 
public statements of each member of the public body who is participating in a meeting. 
 (6)  "Participate" means the ability to communicate with all of the members of a public 
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body, either verbally or electronically, so that each member of the public body can hear or 
observe the communication. 
 (7) (a)  "Public body" means any administrative, advisory, executive, or legislative body 
of the state or its political subdivisions that: 
 (i)  is created by statute, rule, ordinance, or resolution; 
 (ii)  consists of two or more persons; 
 (iii)  expends, disburses, or is supported in whole or in part by tax revenue; and 
 (iv)  is vested with the authority to make decisions regarding the public's business. 
 (b)  "Public body" does not include a: 
 (i)  political party, political group, or political caucus; or 
 (ii) conference committee, rules committee, or sifting committee of the Legislature. 
 (8)  "Public hearing" means a portion of a meeting in which comments from the public 
will be accepted. 
 (9)  "Public statement" means a statement made in the ordinary course of business of the 
public body with the intent that all other members of the public body receive it. 
 (10) (a)  "Quorum" means a simple majority of the membership of a public body, unless 
otherwise defined by applicable law. 
 (b)  "Quorum" does not include a meeting of two elected officials by themselves when no 
action, either formal or informal, is taken on a subject over which these elected officials have 
advisory power. 
 (11)  "Recording" means an audio, or an audio and video record of the proceedings of a 
meeting that can be used to review the proceedings of the meeting. 
 
52-4-104 Training.
 The presiding officer of the public body shall ensure that the members of the public body 
are provided with annual training on the requirements of this chapter. 
 
52-4-201 Meetings open to the public -- Exceptions.
 (1)  A meeting is open to the public unless closed under Sections 52-4-204, 52-4-205, and 
52-4-206. 
 (2) (a)  A meeting that is open to the public includes a workshop or an executive session 
of a public body in which a quorum is present, unless closed in accordance with this chapter. 
 (b)  A workshop or an executive session of a public body in which a quorum is present 
that is held on the same day as a regularly scheduled public meeting of the public body may only 
be held at the location where the public body is holding the regularly scheduled public meeting 
unless: 
 (i)  the workshop or executive session is held at the location where the public body holds 
its regularly scheduled public meetings but, for that day, the regularly scheduled public meeting 
is being held at different location; 
 (ii)  any of the meetings held on the same day is a site visit or a traveling tour and, in 
accordance with this chapter, public notice is given; 
 (iii)  the workshop or executive session is an electronic meeting conducted according to 
the requirements of Section 52-4-207; or 
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 (iv)  it is not practicable to conduct the workshop or executive session at the regular 
location of the public body's open meetings due to an emergency or extraordinary circumstances. 
 
 
52-4-202 Public notice of meetings -- Emergency meetings.
 (1) A public body shall give not less than 24 hours public notice of each meeting 
including the meeting: 
 (a)  agenda; 
 (b)  date; 
 (c)  time; and 
 (d)  place. 
 (2) (a)  In addition to the requirements under Subsection (1), a public body which holds 
regular meetings that are scheduled in advance over the course of a year shall give public notice 
at least once each year of its annual meeting schedule as provided in this section. 
 (b)  The public notice under Subsection (2)(a) shall specify the date, time, and place of 
the scheduled meetings. 
 (3)  Public notice shall be satisfied by: 
 (a)  posting written notice at the principal office of the public body, or if no principal 
office exists, at the building where the meeting is to be held; and 
 (b)  providing notice to: 
 (i)  at least one newspaper of general circulation within the geographic jurisdiction of the 
public body; or 
 (ii)  a local media correspondent. 
 (4) A public body is encouraged to: 
 (a)  develop and use electronic means to provide notice of its meetings under Subsection 
(3)(b); 
 (b)  provide public notice to all other media agencies that make a periodic written request 
to receive them; and 
 (c)  post public notice of its meetings on the Internet. 
 (5) (a)  The notice requirement of Subsection (1) may be disregarded if: 
 (i)  because of unforeseen circumstances it is necessary for a public body to hold an 
emergency meeting to consider matters of an emergency or urgent nature; and 
 (ii)  the best notice practicable is given. 
 (b)  An emergency meeting of a public body may not be held unless: 
 (i)  an attempt has been made to notify all of its members; and 
 (ii)  a majority of its members approves holding the meeting. 
 (6) (a)  A public notice that is required to include an agenda under Subsection (2), shall 
provide reasonable specificity to notify the public as to the topics to be considered at the 
meeting.  Each topic shall be listed under an agenda item on the meeting agenda. 
 (b)  Except as provided in Subsection (5) and Subsection (6)(c), a public body may not 
consider a topic in an open meeting that is not: 
 (i)  listed under an agenda item under Subsection (6)(a); and 
 (ii)  included with the advanced public notice in accordance with this section. 
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 (c)  A topic not listed on the open meeting agenda that is raised during an open meeting 
may be discussed but no final action may be taken by the public body during that meeting. 
 
52-4-203 Minutes of open meetings -- Public records -- Recording of meetings.
 (1) Except as provided under Subsection (8), written minutes and a recording shall be 
kept of all open meetings. The minutes and a recording shall include: 
 (a)  the date, time, and place of the meeting; 
 (b)  the names of members present and absent; 
 (c)  the substance of all matters proposed, discussed, or decided; 
 (d)  a record, by individual member, of votes taken; 
 (e)  the name of each person who provided testimony and the substance in brief of their 
testimony; and 
 (f)  any other information that any member requests be entered in the minutes or 
recording. 
 (2)  A recording of an open meeting shall be a complete and unedited record of all open 
portions of the meeting from the commencement of the meeting through adjournment of the 
meeting. 
 (3) (a)  The minutes and recordings of an open meeting are public records and shall be 
available within a reasonable time after the meeting. 
 (b)  An open meeting record kept only by a recording must be converted to written 
minutes within a reasonable time upon request. 
 (4)  All or any part of an open meeting may be independently recorded by any person in 
attendance if the recording does not interfere with the conduct of the meeting. 
 (5)  Minutes or recordings of an open meeting that is required to be retained permanently 
shall be maintained in or converted to a format that meets long-term records storage 
requirements. 
 (6)  Written minutes and recordings of open meetings are public records under Title 63, 
Chapter 2, Government Records Access and Management Act, but written minutes shall be the 
official record of action taken at the meeting. 
 (7)  Either written minutes or a recording shall be kept of: 
 (a)  an open meeting that is a site visit or a traveling tour, if no vote or action is taken by 
the public body; and 
 (b)  an open meeting of an independent special district as defined under Title 17A, 
Special Districts, or a local district under Title 17B, Chapter 2, Local Districts, if the district's 
annual budgeted expenditures for all funds, excluding capital expenditures and debt service, are 
$50,000 or less. 
 
52-4-204 Closed meeting held upon vote of members -- Business -- Reasons for meeting 

recorded.
 (1)  A closed meeting may be held: 
 (a)  if a quorum is present; and 
 (b)  if two-thirds of the members of the public body present at an open meeting for which 
notice is given under Section 52-4-202 vote to approve closing the meeting. 
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 (2)  A closed meeting is not allowed unless each matter discussed in the closed meeting is 
permitted under Section 52-4-205. 
 (3)  An ordinance, resolution, rule, regulation, contract, or appointment may not be 
approved at a closed meeting. 
 (4)  The following information shall be publicly announced and entered on the minutes of 
the open meeting at which the closed meeting was approved: 
 (a)  the reason or reasons for holding the closed meeting; 
 (b)  the location where the closed meeting will be held; and 
 (c)  the vote by name, of each member of the public body, either for or against the motion 
to hold the closed meeting. 
 (5)  Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to require any meeting to be closed to the 
public. 
 
52-4-205 Purposes of closed meetings.
 (1)  A closed meeting described under Section 52-4-204 may only be held for: 
 (a)  discussion of the character, professional competence, or physical or mental health of 
an individual; 
 (b)  strategy sessions to discuss collective bargaining; 
 (c)  strategy sessions to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation; 
 (d)  strategy sessions to discuss the purchase, exchange, or lease of real property if public 
discussion of the transaction would: 
 (i)  disclose the appraisal or estimated value of the property under consideration; or 
 (ii)  prevent the public body from completing the transaction on the best possible terms; 
 (e)  strategy sessions to discuss the sale of real property if: 
 (i)  public discussion of the transaction would: 
 (A)  disclose the appraisal or estimated value of the property under consideration; or 
 (B)  prevent the public body from completing the transaction on the best possible terms; 
 (ii)  the public body previously gave public notice that the property would be offered for 
sale; and 
 (iii)  the terms of the sale are publicly disclosed before the public body approves the sale; 
 (f)  discussion regarding deployment of security personnel, devices, or systems; 
 (g)  investigative proceedings regarding allegations of criminal misconduct; and 
 (h)  discussion by a county legislative body of commercial information as defined in 
Section 59-1-404. 
 (2)  A public body may not interview a person applying to fill an elected position in a 
closed meeting. 
 
52-4-206 Record of closed meetings.
 (1)  Except as provided under Subsection (6), if a public body closes a meeting under 
Subsection 52-4-205(1), the public body: 
 (a)  shall make a recording of the closed portion of the meeting; and 
 (b)  may keep detailed written minutes that disclose the content of the closed portion of 
the meeting. 
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 (2)  A recording of a closed meeting shall be complete and unedited from the 
commencement of the closed meeting through adjournment of the closed meeting. 
 (3)  The recording and any minutes of a closed meeting shall include: 
 (a)  the date, time, and place of the meeting; 
 (b)  the names of members present and absent; and 
 (c)  the names of all others present except where the disclosure would infringe on the 
confidentiality necessary to fulfill the original purpose of closing the meeting. 
 (4)  Minutes or recordings of a closed meeting that are required to be retained 
permanently shall be maintained in or converted to a format that meets long-term records storage 
requirements. 
 (5)  Both a recording and written minutes of closed meetings are protected records under 
Title 63, Chapter 2, Government Records Access and Management Act, except that the records 
may be disclosed under a court order only as provided under Section 52-4-304. 
 (6)  If a public body closes a meeting exclusively for the purposes described under 
Subsection 52-4-205(1)(a) or Subsection 52-4-205(1)(f): 
 (a)  the person presiding shall sign a sworn statement affirming that the sole purpose for 
closing the meeting was to discuss the purposes described under Subsection 52-4-205(1)(a) or 
Subsection 52-4-205(1)(f); and 
 (b)  the provisions of Subsection (1) of this section do not apply. 
 
52-4-207 Electronic meetings -- Authorization -- Requirements.
 (1)  A public body may convene and conduct an electronic meeting in accordance with 
this section. 
 (2) (a)  A public body may not hold an electronic meeting unless the public body has 
adopted a resolution, rule, or ordinance governing the use of electronic meetings. 
 (b)  The resolution, rule, or ordinance may: 
 (i)  prohibit or limit electronic meetings based on budget, public policy, or logistical 
considerations; 
 (ii)  require a quorum of the public body to: 
 (A)  be present at a single anchor location for the meeting; and 
 (B)  vote to approve establishment of an electronic meeting in order to include other 
members of the public body through an electronic connection; 
 (iii)  require a request for an electronic meeting to be made by a member of a public body 
up to three days prior to the meeting to allow for arrangements to be made for the electronic 
meeting; 
 (iv)  restrict the number of separate connections for members of the public body that are 
allowed for an electronic meeting based on available equipment capability; or 
 (v)  establish other procedures, limitations, or conditions governing electronic meetings 
not in conflict with this section. 
 (3) A public body that convenes or conducts an electronic meeting shall: 
 (a)  give public notice of the meeting: 
 (i)  in accordance with Section 52-4-202; and 
 (ii)  post written notice at the anchor location; 
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 (b)  in addition to giving public notice required by Subsection (3)(a), provide: 
 (i)  notice of the electronic meeting to the members of the public body at least 24 hours 
before the meeting so that they may participate in and be counted as present for all purposes, 
including the determination that a quorum is present; and 
 (ii)  a description of how the members will be connected to the electronic meeting; 
 (c)  establish one or more anchor locations for the public meeting, at least one of which is 
in the building and political subdivision where the public body would normally meet if they were 
not holding an electronic meeting; 
 (d)  provide space and facilities at the anchor location so that interested persons and the 
public may attend and monitor the open portions of the meeting; and 
 (e)  if the meeting includes a public hearing, provide space and facilities at the anchor 
location so that interested persons and the public may attend, monitor, and participate in the open 
portions of the meeting. 
 (4)  Compliance with the provisions of this section by a public body constitutes full and 
complete compliance by the public body with the corresponding provisions of Sections 52-4-201 
and 52-4-202. 
 
52-4-208 Chance or social meetings.
 (1)  This chapter does not apply to any chance meeting or a social meeting. 
 (2)  A chance meeting or social meeting may not be used to circumvent the provisions of 
this chapter. 
 
52-4-301 Disruption of meetings.
 This chapter does not prohibit the removal of any person from a meeting, if the person 
willfully disrupts the meeting to the extent that orderly conduct is seriously compromised. 
 
52-4-302 Suit to void final action -- Limitation -- Exceptions.
 (1)  Any final action taken in violation of Section 52-4-201, 52-4-202, or 52-4-207 is 
voidable by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
 (2)  Except as provided under Subsection (3), a suit to void final action shall be 
commenced within 90 days after the date of the action. 
 (3)  A suit to void final action concerning the issuance of bonds, notes, or other evidences 
of indebtedness shall be commenced within 30 days after the date of the action. 
 
52-4-303 Enforcement of chapter -- Suit to compel compliance.
 (1)  The attorney general and county attorneys of the state shall enforce this chapter. 
 (2)  The attorney general shall, on at least a yearly basis, provide notice to all public 
bodies that are subject to this chapter of any material changes to the requirements for the conduct 
of meetings under this chapter. 
 (3)  A person denied any right under this chapter may commence suit in a court of 
competent jurisdiction to: 
 (a)  compel compliance with or enjoin violations of this chapter; or 
 (b)  determine the chapter's applicability to discussions or decisions of a public body. 
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 (4)  The court may award reasonable attorney fees and court costs to a successful 
plaintiff. 
 
52-4-304 Action challenging closed meeting.
 (1)  Notwithstanding the procedure established under Subsection 63-2-202(7), in any 
action brought under the authority of this chapter to challenge the legality of a closed meeting 
held by a public body, the court shall: 
 (a)  review the recording or written minutes of the closed meeting in camera; and 
 (b)  decide the legality of the closed meeting. 
 (2) (a)  If the judge determines that the public body did not violate Section 52-4-204, 52-
4-205, or 52-4-206 regarding closed meetings, the judge shall dismiss the case without disclosing 
or revealing any information from the recording or minutes of the closed meeting. 
 (b)  If the judge determines that the public body violated Section 52-4-204, 52-4-205, or 
52-4-206 regarding closed meetings, the judge shall publicly disclose or reveal from the 
recording or minutes of the closed meeting all information about the portion of the meeting that 
was illegally closed. 
 
52-4-305  Criminal penalty for closed meeting violation.
 In addition to any other penalty under this chapter, a member of a public body who 
knowingly or intentionally violates or who knowingly or intentionally abets or advises a 
violation of any of the closed meeting provisions of this chapter is guilty of a class B 
misdemeanor. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Approval of Program Commission for Proposed Unified State Lab   
 
Recommendation: 
DFCM recommends that the Building Board approve the program request of the four state 
agencies noted below to develop a State of Utah Unified Lab.  This program would address the 
future needs of the following departments: 
 
 Department of Agriculture and Food 
 Department of Environmental Quality 
 Department of Health 
 Department of Public Safety 
 
Background: 
Last year the Building Board and several Legislators visited the Health Lab and Agriculture Lab 
to evaluate the needs of these departments as part of their request to join together in seeking 
funding for a state of the art Unified State Lab.  Although the Legislature was unable to fund this 
project in the 2006 session, the critical need for new lab facilities was acknowledged. 
 
The four departments noted above have determined that it would be in their best interest to 
develop a project program that would evaluate the needs of each department and how a core 
facility might be developed to facilitate each department in the future.  Each department’s 
individual needs would then be reviewed for application to a unified facility in anticipation of 
efficient use of space and the development of shared space/options. 
 
A part of the programming effort would be site investigation, budget preparation, and modular 
design concepts.  The professional services for this program phase of the project would be paid 
out of the administrative funds of the four departments.  It is estimated that the cost would be 
$100,000 and this cost will be equally shared by each of the participating agencies. 
 
FKS:sll 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Approval of Feasibility Studies at the Utah State Fairpark 
 
Recommendation 
DFCM recommends that the Building Board approve the request from the Utah State Fairpark to 
spend $42,000 for a feasibility study to determine the viability of developing a new multipurpose 
event center at the Fairpark.  The Fairpark will pay for the cost of the study.  
 
Background 
The Utah State Fairpark wishes to spend $42,000 to hire a consultant to conduct a feasibility 
study to determine whether a market exists for a new multipurpose event center.  The study will 
explore the viability of constructing a facility for events such as rodeos, demolition derbies, 
horse shows, athletics, concerts, etc. at the Fairpark.  Funds for the study will be reimbursed to 
the Fairpark if the project is approved (funded) by the Legislature.  Otherwise, the Fairpark will 
not be reimbursed for the study.  A letter from the Fairpark is attached. 
 
FKS:KDB:sll 
 
Attachment 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Reallocation of FY 2007 Capital Improvement Funds at Weber State 

University  
 
Recommendation 
DFCM recommends that the Building Board reallocate FY 2007 capital improvement funding 
for the following projects at Weber State University:   
 

1. Cancel the $160,500 roofing project scheduled for the Social Science Building; 
 
2. Reduce the $175,000 paving project scheduled for parking lot W-8 and the access 

road by $50,000.  The remaining $125,000 will be used for these paving projects but 
on a smaller scale; and 

 
3. Reallocate $210,500 ($160,500 + $50,000) to the Peterson Plaza concrete 

replacement and landscape development project which bid over the budget. 
 
Background 
The Peterson Plaza Renovation project is a high priority project for Weber State.  It was 
approved by the Building Board last month with a construction budget of $420,000.  
Unfortunately, the project bid at $651,000---$231,000 over budget.  In order to make up the 
shortfall, Weber State requests that the $160,500 roofing project for the Social Science Building 
be canceled and that funding for the paving of lot W-8 and the access road be reduced by 
$50,000.  In addition, Weber State University will contribute $20,500 toward the difference.   
Weber State will request funding for the roofing project and the balance of the parking lot next 
year.   
 
 
 
FKS:KDB:sll 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Administrative Reports for University of Utah and Utah State University 
 
Attached for your review and approval are the administrative reports for the University of Utah 
and Utah State University. 
 
FKS:sll 
 
Attachment 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Utah State Building Board 
From: F. Keith Stepan 
Date: May 24, 2006 
Subject: Administrative Reports for DFCM        
 
The following is a summary of the administrative reports for DFCM. 
 
Lease Report (Pages 1 – 3) 
New Leases: 
Item #1 DNR Division of Water Rights in Cedar City.  This is a new location accommodating 
additional staff for program growth. 
 
Item #2 DNR Division of Water Rights in Richmond.  This is a new location for a radio repeater 
station 
 
Item #3 DPS Homeland Security in SLC.  New storage space to accommodate program growth 
 
Item #4 DWS in Park City.  This lease houses a single DWS program and terminates a lease that 
originally housed several other DWS programs.  The other programs have been relocated in 
other facilities.  This move will result in costs savings for DWS and improve the agencies 
program delivery.   
 
Amendments/Renewals: 
Item #12 DPS Highway Patrol SLC.  Amendment to remove the office space from the lease, 
leaving the warehouse and storage space.  The programs that were in the office space have 
moved to the new Larry H. Miller building.   
 
Items #13 and #14 DWS American Fork.  These two amendments divide the lease based on 
program needs and funding sources.   
 
Architect/Engineering Agreements Awarded, 22 Agreements Issued (Pages 4 - 5) 
No significant items 
 
Construction Contracts Awarded, 33 Contracts Issued (Pages 6 - 8) 
Item #1, University of Utah Hospital Expansion 



Administrative Reports for DFCM 
May 24, 2006 
Page 2 
 
This is a CM/GC agreement, with the initial agreement only including preconstruction services. 
The balance of the construction costs will be added by future change orders.   
 
Item #2, Blanding Regional Center HAVC Controls Upgrade 
Director Stepan approved this solicitation as a sole source to the two known suppliers, to match 
equipment in the building.  
 
Items #5, Fairpark Various Restrooms ADA Upgrades 
Additional funds from Project Reserve were used to award this contract that bid over budget. 
 
Items #9 and #10, New Ogden ABC Stores  
Director Stepan approved these two construction solicitations to be combined into one bid, due 
to their close proximity and to achieve an economy of scale for sub pricing and project 
management  
 
Construction Contracts Awarded Continued: 
Item #11, USU Romney stadium Phase II North End Zone Development 
This is a CM/GC agreement, with the initial agreement only including preconstruction services.  
The balance of the construction costs will be added by future change orders.   
 
Item #17, UVSC Student Study Area Infill Space 
The construction bid over budget, this was covered by project reserve funds and UVSC funds. 
 
Item #18, SUU Old Main Bldg. Remodel and Upgrade 
Director Stepan approved this construction solicitation along with the SUU Teacher Education 
Building, to be combined into one solicitation due to the buildings being adjacent to each other, 
limited staging space, shared mechanical systems, common materials, and economy of scale.  
The Teacher Education Building award will show on next months report. 
 
Item #21, Edge of the Cedars State Park Roofing Improvements 
Additional unallocated roofing funds were used to award this contract that bid over budget 
 
Report of Contingency Reserve Fund (Page 9) 
Increases 
No significant items 
    
Decreases, New Construction 
USU New Merrill Library 
This transfer covers change order #17 for numerous scope items on HVAC improvements, revise 
generator exhaust to eliminate odor, remodel Cazier entry, and to replace electrical conduit and 
wire over tunnel.  It also covers a large error and omission item for re-lighting of rooms.   
 
FFSL Fire Management Services Building 
This transfer covers change orders #1 – 5, scope changes for area changes, unknowns for 
differing site utility conditions, over-excavation and dewatering of groundwater saturated soils, 
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and location and design of actual waterline connection for project fire hydrant. 
Decreases, Remodeling 
SUU Utility Tunnel Extension 
This covers change order #5 for unknown conditions the mechanical contractor needed to 
modify, manhole not being able to install as bid due to as built drawing differences, and 
additional fill material and the removal of unacceptable material from the excavation.  Also 
omissions for relocation of lights and support bases, and landscaping materials needed to replace 
those areas damaged by the direct buried steam and condensate lines.   
 
Orange Street and Fremont Comm. Corr Centers Restroom Improvements and ADA Upgrades 
This transfer covers change order #1 for unknown conditions for repairs of exterior walls, 
venting of water closets and showers, changes to janitors closet at Fremont, and to replace all 
copper water lines in all 6 restrooms.  Also omissions for installation of curb on some showers, 
and some electrical work.   
  
West Valley Courts Building Remodel 
This transfer covers ITS wiring costs over budget.     
 
Report of Contingency Reserve Fund Continued: 
Decreases, Remodeling 
SUU Structural Repairs on the Harris, Plant Operations and Science Buildings 
This transfer covers change orders #1 and #2 for unknown conditions to correct the storm 
drainage system which may have caused the building to settle, replace sump pump, add 
additional piers to the Harris Building, as well as pier re-locations.   
 
Report of Project Reserve Fund Activity (Page 10) 
Increases 
These items reflect savings on projects that were transferred to Project Reserve per statute.   
 
Decreases 
Transfers are to cover actual construction costs that came in over budget on these projects.  
 
Statewide Planning Fund (Page 11) 
 No changes 
 
Emergency Fund Report (Page 12) 
Increases 
 
Decreases 
$9,850 – Snow College South Washburn Building emergency boiler repairs.  To replace/repair a 
section of the cast iron boiler. 
 
FKS:DDW:sll 
 
Attachment 



























 
Short Listing Interview Project Board

Agency Project Date Date Manager Member
DFCM Dixie State College Master Planning Services May 16, 2006 May 24, 2006 Kent Beers
DFCM Programming/Master Planning for State Govt. Offices May 15, 2006 May 17, 2006 Kent Beers
DFCM Statewide Facility Condition & Infrastructure Assessments June 6, 2006 June 8, 2006 Kent Beers
Natural Resources Price Regional Office Building June 6, 2006 June 13, 2006 Lynn Hinrichs
UBATC/USU New Classroom Building & Industrial Tech Center June 15, 2006 June 29, 2006 Lyle Knudsen
University of Utah Fredrick Albert Sutton Geology/Geophysics Bldg. N/A June 5, 2006 Lyle Knudsen
University of Utah Marriott Library Renovation - Commissioning N/A May 26, 2006 Lyle Knudsen
University of Utah Utah Mueseum of Natural History Commissioning N/A June 12, 2006 Lyle Knudsen
Weber State University New Classroom Building & Central Chilled Water Plant June 2, 2006 June 8, 2006 Bill Bowen

Value Based Selection Dates
as of May 8, 2006
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